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DIFFEOMORPHISMS BETWEEN SPHERES AND
HYPERPLANES IN INFINITE-DIMENSIONAL BANACH
SPACES
DANIEL AZAGRA
Abstract. We prove that for every infinite-dimensional Banach space X
with a Fre´chet differentiable norm, the sphere SX is diffeomorphic to each
closed hyperplane in X. We also prove that every infinite-dimensional Ba-
nach space Y having a (not necessarily equivalent) Cp norm (with p ∈
N ∪ {∞}) is Cp diffeomorphic to Y \ {0}.
In 1966 C. Bessaga [1] proved that every infinite-dimensional Hilbert space
H is C∞ diffeomorphic to its unit sphere. The key to prove this astonishing
result was the construction of a diffeomorphism between H and H \ {0} be-
ing the identity outside a ball, and this construction was possible thanks to
the existence of a C∞ non-complete norm in H. T. Dobrowolski [5] devel-
oped Bessaga’s non-complete norm technique and proved that every infinite-
dimensional Banach space X which is linearly injectable into some c0(Γ) is
C∞ diffeomorphic to X \ {0}. More generally he proved that every infinite-
dimensional Banach space X having a Cp non-complete norm is Cp diffeomor-
phic to X \ {0}. If in addition X has an equivalent Cp smooth norm ‖.‖ then
one can deduce that the sphere S = {x ∈ X : ‖x‖ = 1} is Cp diffeomorphic
to any of the hyperplanes in X. So, regarding the generalization of Bessaga
and Dobrowolski’s results to every infinite-dimensional Banach space having a
differentiable norm (resp. Cp smooth norm, with p ∈ N ∪ {∞}), the following
problem naturally arises: does every infinite-dimensional Banach space with a
Cp smooth equivalent norm have a Cp smooth non-complete norm? Surpris-
ingly enough, this seems to be a difficult question which still remains unsolved.
Without proving the existence of smooth non-complete norms we show that
every infinite-dimensional Banach space X with a Fre´chet differentiable (resp.
Cp smooth) norm ‖.‖ is diffeomorphic (resp. Cp diffeomorphic) to X \ {0},
and we deduce that the sphere SX = {x ∈ X : ‖x‖ = 1} is (Cp) diffeomorphic
to any of the closed hyperplanes H in X. We also prove that every infinite-
dimensional Banach space Y having a (not necessarily equivalent) Cp smooth
norm is Cp diffeomorphic to Y \ {0}. Our method of defining deleting dif-
feomorphisms can be viewed, in a sense, as an analytical adaptation of Klee’s
geometrical approach in [14], which was rediscovered and simplified in [10],
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where a recipe for a construction of homeomorphisms removing convex bodies
from non-reflexive Banach spaces is given.
Let us formally state our main result. Recall that a norm in a Banach space
X is said to be Fre´chet differentiable (resp. Cp smooth) if it is so on X \ {0}.
Theorem 1. Let (X, ‖.‖) be an infinite-dimensional Banach space with a Cp
smooth norm ‖.‖, and let SX be its unit sphere. Then, for every closed hyper-
plane H in X, there exists a Cp diffeomorphism between SX and H.
The argument in the proof of this result is a modification of that in [1],
changing the non-complete norm and the use of Banach’s contraction principle
for a different kind of non-complete convex function and the following fixed
point lemma
Lemma 2. Let F : (0,∞) −→ [0,∞) be a continuous function such that, for
every β ≥ α > 0,
F (β)− F (α) ≤ 1
2
(β − α)and lim sup
t→0+
F (t) > 0.
Then there exists a unique α > 0 such that F (α) = α.
Proof. Note that limβ→∞[F (β)−β] ≤ limβ→∞[F (1)+ 12(β− 1)−β] = −∞,
while lim supβ→0+ [F (β) − β] > 0. Then, from Bolzano’s theorem we get an
α > 0 such that F (α) = α. Moreover, the first condition in the statement
implies that the function defined by β −→ F (β) − β is strictly decreasing,
which yields the uniqueness of this α.
The key to the proof of theorem 1 is the following
Proposition 3. Let (X, ‖.‖) be a non-reflexive infinite-dimensional Banach
space with a Cp smooth norm ‖.‖. Then there exists a Cp diffeomorphism ϕ
between X and X \ {0} such that ϕ(x) = x whenever ‖x‖ ≥ 1.
Proof. Since X is not reflexive, according to James’s theorem [13], there
exists a continuous linear functional T : X −→ R such that T does not attain
its norm. We may assume ‖T‖ = 1, so that T (x) < ‖x‖ for every x 6= 0, and
there exists a sequence (yk) of vectors such that ‖yk‖ = 1 and
‖yk‖ − T (yk) = 1− T (yk) ≤ 1
4k+1
for every k ∈ N. Let us define ω : X −→ R by ω(x) = ‖x‖ − T (x). Note that
ω(x) = 0 if and only if x = 0, ω(x + y) ≤ ω(x) + ω(y) and ω(rx) = rω(x) for
each r > 0, although ω is not a norm in X because ω(x) 6= ω(−x) in general.
Now, let γ : [0,∞) −→ [0, 1] be a non-increasing C∞ function such that γ = 1
in [0, 1/2], γ = 0 in [1,∞) and sup{|γ′(t)| : t ∈ [0,∞)} ≤ 4, and let us define
the following deleting path p : (0,∞) −→ X,
p(t) =
∞∑
k=1
γ(2k−1t)yk.
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It is quite clear that p is a well defined C∞ path such that p(t) = 0 for t ≥ 1.
Let y be an arbitrary vector in X and let F : (0,∞) −→ [0,∞) be defined by
F (α) = ω(y− p(α)) for α > 0. Let us see that F (α) satisfies the conditions of
lemma 2. If β ≥ α then γ(2k−1α)− γ(2k−1β) ≥ 0 because γ is non-increasing,
and also γ(2k−1α) − γ(2k−1β) ≤ 4|2k−1α − 2k−1β| because sup{|γ′(t)| : t ∈
[0,∞)} ≤ 4. Let us also note that the property ω(z+y) ≤ ω(z)+ω(y) implies
that ω(x) − ω(y) ≤ ω(x − y), as well as ω(∑∞k=1 zk) ≤ ∑∞k=1 ω(zk) for every
convergent series
∑∞
k=1 zk. Taking this into account and recalling the positive
homogeneity of ω we may deduce
F (β)− F (α) = ω(y − p(β))− ω(y − p(α))
≤ ω((y − p(β))− (y − p(α))) = ω(p(α)− p(β))
= ω(
∞∑
k=1
(γ(2k−1α)− γ(2k−1β))yk) ≤
∞∑
k=1
ω((γ(2k−1α)− γ(2k−1β))yk)
=
∞∑
k=1
(γ(2k−1α)− γ(2k−1β))ω(yk) ≤
∞∑
k=1
4|2k−1α− 2k−1β|ω(yk)
=
∞∑
k=1
2k+1ω(yk)|β − α| ≤
∞∑
k=1
2k+1
1
4k+1
|β − α| = 1
2
(β − α)
for every β ≥ α, so that the first condition in lemma 2 is satisfied. Let us
check that F also satisfies the second condition. LetM > 0 and choose k0 ∈ N
such that
∑k0
j=1 T (yj) > M +T (y) (this is clearly possible, as T (yk)→ 1 when
k → ∞). Then, if 0 < α < 1/2k0 , γ(2j−1α) = 1 for j = 1, 2, ..., k0, which
implies
F (α) = ω(y − p(α)) = ‖y − p(α)‖ − T (y) + T (p(α))
≥ −T (y) + T (p(α)) = −T (y) +
∞∑
k=1
γ(2k−1α)T (yk)
≥ −T (y) +
k0∑
j=1
γ(2j−1α)T (yj) = −T (y) +
k0∑
j=1
T (yj)
> −T (y) +M + T (y) =M
for every α > 0 such that α < 1/2k0 . This proves that
lim
t→0+
F (t) = +∞.
So, according to lemma 2, the equation F (α) = α has a unique solution. This
means that for any y ∈ X, a number α(y) > 0 with the property
ω(y − p(α(y))) = α(y),
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is uniquely determined. This implies that the mapping
ψ(x) = x+ p(ω(x))
is one-to-one from X \ {0} onto X, with
ψ−1(y) = y − p(α(y)).
As ω and p are Cp, so is ψ. Let Φ(y, α) = α − ω(y − p(α)). Since for
any y ∈ X we have y − p(α(y)) 6= 0, the mapping Φ is differentiable on a
neighbourhood of any point (y0, α(y0)) in X × (0,∞). On the other hand,
since F (β) − F (α) ≤ 1
2
(β − α) for β ≥ α > 0, it is clear that F ′(α) ≤ 1
2
for
every α in a neighbourhood of α(y), and so
∂Φ(y, α)
∂α
= 1− F ′(α) ≥ 1− 1/2 > 0.
Thus, using the implicit function theorem we obtain that the map y → α(y)
is of class Cp and therefore ψ : X \ {0} −→ X is a Cp diffeomorphism. Let
h : X −→ X \ {0} be the inverse of ψ. It should be noted that h(x) = x
whenever ω(x) = ‖x‖ − T (x) ≥ 1. In order to conclude the proof we only
need to compose h with a Cp diffeomorphism g : X −→ X transforming the
set {x ∈ X : ‖x‖ ≤ 1} onto {x ∈ X : ω(x) ≤ 1}. The existence of such a
diffeomorphism is ensured by the following lemma, which is a restatement of a
result in [7]. So define ϕ = g−1 ◦h◦g. It is clear that ϕ is a Cp diffeomorphism
from X onto X \ {0} such that ϕ is the identity outside the unit ball of X.
Lemma 4. Let X be a Banach space, and let U1, U2 be C
p smooth closed convex
bodies containing no ray emanating from the origin, and such that the origin
is an interior point of both U1 and U2. Then there exists a C
p diffeomorphism
g : X −→ X such that g(0) = 0, g(U1) = U2, and g(∂U1) = ∂U2, where ∂Uj
stands for the boundary of Uj. Moreover, g(x) = λ(x)x, where λ : X −→
[0,∞), and hence g takes each of the rays emanating from the origin onto
itself.
The proof of this lemma, which we will also use later on, can be found in
[7], lemma 2; see also [2].
In the case when X is a reflexive infinite-dimensional Banach space the
problem was solved quite a long time ago. We can recall the results of T.
Dobrowolski [5] to state the following
Proposition 5. Let (X, ‖.‖) be a reflexive infinite dimensional Banach space
having a Cp smooth norm ‖.‖. Then there exists a Cp diffeomorphism ϕ be-
tween X and X \ {0} such that ϕ(x) = x whenever ‖x‖ ≥ 1.
Proof. Since X is reflexive, X can be linearly injected into some c0(Γ)
and, according to proposition 5.1 of [5], X admits a C∞ non-complete norm ω
(which may be assumed to satisfy ω(x) ≤ ‖x‖). Then, using proposition 3.1
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of [5], we get a C∞ diffeomorphism h : X −→ X \ {0} such that h(x) = x if
ω(x) ≥ 1. An application of lemma 4 as at the end of proposition 3 gives us
the desired diffeomorphism ϕ.
Combining propositions 3 and 5 we get the following
Theorem 6. Let (X, ‖.‖) be an infinite-dimensional Banach space with a Cp
smooth norm ‖.‖. Then there exists a Cp diffeomorphism ϕ between X and
X \ {0} such that ϕ(x) = x whenever ‖x‖ ≥ 1.
In fact this result can be viewed as a corollary of the following more general
result. Recall that a (not necessarily equivalent) norm % in a Banach space
(X, ‖.‖) is said to be Cp smooth if it is so with respect to ‖.‖, which in principle
does not imply the differentiability of % with respect to itself.
Theorem 7. Let (X, ‖.‖) be an infinite-dimensional Banach space having a
(not necessarily complete) Cp smooth norm %. Then there exists a Cp diffeo-
morphism ϕ between X and X \{0} such that ϕ(x) = x whenever %(x) ≥ 1. If
in addition the extension of % to the completion of the normed space (X, %) is
Cp differentiable (with respect to itself), then there exists a bijection ϕ between
X and X \ {0} which is a Cp diffeomorphism in each of the norms ‖.‖ and %
and such that ϕ(x) = x whenever %(x) ≥ 1.
Proof. If % is complete then it is an equivalent Cp smooth norm on X, and
we can deduce that X and X \ {0} are Cp diffeomorphic from propositions 3
and 5. If, on the contrary, % is not complete, we can use proposition 3.1 of [5]
to conclude that X and X \ {0} are Cp diffeomorphic.
Let us complete the proof of theorem 1. We will do nothing but adapt the
ideas of Bessaga [1] to the more general setting of a differentiable Cp norm
‖.‖ (p ∈ N∪{∞}) whose sphere might contain segments and consequently the
usual stereographic projection might not be well defined for the whole sphere.
Let us choose a point x0 ∈ SX and see first that SX \ {x0} is diffeomorphic
to any hyperplane H in X. Put x∗ = d‖.‖(x0), Z = kerx∗, and consider the
decomposition X = [x0] ⊕ Z = R × Z. Take a C∞ convex body U on the
plane R2 such that the set {(t, s) : t2 + s2 = 1, t ≥ 0} ∪ {(−1, s) : |s| ≤ 1/2}
is contained in ∂U , the boundary of U . Consider the Minkowski functional of
U , qU(t, s) = inf{λ > 0 : (t, s) ∈ λU}, which is C∞ smooth away from (0, 0).
Define Q(t, z) = qU(t, ‖z‖) for every (t, z) ∈ R × Z. It is quite clear that Q
is a Cp function away from the ray {λx0 : λ > 0} (and Q is C1 smooth on
X \ {0}). Now consider the convex body V = {(t, z) ∈ X : Q(t, z) ≤ 1} and
its boundary ∂V . The proof of lemma 4 (see [2] or [7]) shows that the sets
∂V \ {x0} and SX \ {x0} are Cp diffeomorphic (whereas ∂V and SX are C1
diffeomorphic). Note that for every z ∈ Z the ray joining z to x0 intersects
the set ∂V at a unique point. This means that the stereographic projection
pi : ∂V \ {x0} −→ Z−1 (where Z−1 = {x ∈ X : x∗(x) = −1} is the tangent
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hyperplane to ∂V at −x0), defined by means of the rays emanating from x0,
is a well defined one-to-one mapping from ∂V \ {x0} onto Z−1, and it is easy
to check that pi is a Cp diffeomorphism between ∂V \ {x0} and Z−1. Since any
two closed hyperplanes in X are isomorphic this proves that ∂V \ {x0} is Cp
diffeomorphic to each hyperplane H in X, and hence so is SX \ {x0}.
Thus, to complete the proof of theorem 1 it only remains to show that SX \
{x0} and SX are Cp diffeomorphic, which we can do by choosing a suitable atlas
for SX and using theorem 6. Let us recall that x
∗ = d‖.‖(x0) and Z = kerx∗.
Define D1 = {x ∈ SX : x∗(x) > −1/2} and D2 = {x ∈ SX : x∗(x) < 1/2}, and
let pi1 : D1 −→ Z be the stereographic projection defined by means of the rays
coming from −x0, and pi2 : D2 −→ Z the stereographic projection defined by
means of the rays emanating from x0. Note that, although the sphere SX might
contain segments, these stereographic projections are well defined because they
have been restricted toD1 andD2, sets which cannot contain a segment passing
through −x0 and x0 respectively. Let G1 = {x ∈ D1 : x∗(x) > 1/2} and
consider pi1(G1) ⊆ Z. Since pi1(G1) is an open set in Z containing 0, there
exists ε > 0 such that {z ∈ Z : ‖z‖ ≤ ε} ⊆ pi1(G1). Now, from theorem 6 we
get a diffeomorphism ϕ : Z −→ Z \ {0} such that ϕ(z) = z whenever ‖z‖ ≥ 1.
Let h(z) = εϕ(1
ε
z) for each z ∈ Z. It is clear that h is a Cp diffeomorphism
between Z and Z \ {0} such that h(z) = z whenever ‖z‖ ≥ ε. Finally, define
g : SX −→ SX \ {x0} by
g(x) =
{
x if x ∈ D2
pi−11 (h(pi1(x))) if x ∈ D1
It is easy to check that g is a Cp diffeomorphism from SX onto SX \{x0}. This
concludes the proof of theorem 1.
FINAL REMARKS
1. It is worth noting that theorem 6 above enlarges the class of spaces for
which some results of B. M. Garay [8, 9] concerning the existence of solu-
tions to ordinary differential equations and cross-sections of solution funnels
in infinite-dimensional Banach spaces are valid.
2. Let (X, ‖.‖) be an infinite-dimensional Banach space having a (not neces-
sarily complete) Fre´chet differentiable norm %. It is natural to consider the
unit sphere S% = {x ∈ X : %(x) = 1} and ask whether S% is diffeomorphic
to each closed hyperplane H in X. One can show that this is the case, using
theorems 6 or 7 as in the proof of theorem 1.
3. Let X be the reflexive Banach space constructed by W. T. Gowers and B.
Maurey in [12] which is not isomorphic and therefore is not diffeomorphic to
its closed hyperplanes. Being reflexive, X has an equivalent Fre´chet differen-
tiable norm ‖.‖ (see, e.g., [15] or [4]). By theorem 1, the unit sphere SX is
diffeomorphic to a hyperplane of X and hence SX is not diffeomorphic to the
whole of X.
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4. The following problem concerning smooth negligibility of points remains
unsolved: let X be an infinite-dimensional Banach space having a Cp smooth
bump function. Is there a Cp diffeomorphism ϕ between X and X \ {0} such
that ϕ(x) = x whenever ‖x‖ ≥ 1?
ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
I am very grateful to J. A. Jaramillo and T. Dobrowolski for several valuable
conversations and for encouraging me to study these problems.
References
[1] C. Bessaga, Every infinite-dimensional Hilbert space is diffeomorphic with its unit sphere,
Bull. Acad. Polon. Sci., Se´r. Sci. Math. 14 (1966), pp. 27-31.
[2] C. Bessaga, Interplay Between Infinite-Dimensional Topology and Functional Analysis.
Mappings Defined by Explicit Formulas and Their Applications, Topology Proceedings,
19 (1994).
[3] C. Bessaga and A. Pelczynski, Selected topics in infinite-dimensional topology, Mono-
grafie Matematyczne, Warszawa 1975.
[4] R. Deville, G. Godefroy, and V. Zizler, Smoothness and renormings in Banach spaces,
vol. 64, Pitman Monographies and Surveys in Pure and Applied Mathematics, 1993.
[5] T. Dobrowolski, Smooth and R-analytic negligibility of subsets and extension of homeo-
morphism in Banach spaces, Studia Math. 65 (1979), 115-139.
[6] T. Dobrowolski, Every Infinite-Dimensional Hilbert Space is Real-Analytically Isomor-
phic with Its Unit Sphere, Journal of Functional Analysis, 134 (1995), 350-362.
[7] T. Dobrowolski, Relative Classification of Smooth Convex Bodies, Bull. Acad. Polon.
Sci., Se´r. Sci. Math. 25 (1977), 309-312.
[8] B. M. Garay, Cross sections of solution funnels in Banach spaces, Studia Math. 97 (1990),
13-26.
[9] B. M. Garay, Deleting Homeomorphisms and the Failure of Peano’s Existence Theorem
in Infinite-Dimensional Banach Spaces, Funkcialaj Ekvacioj, 34 (1991), 85-93.
[10] K. Goebel and J. Wos´ko, Making a hole in the space, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 114
(1992), 475-476.
[11] W. T. Gowers, A solution to Banach’s hyperplane problem, Bulletin London Math. Soc.
26 (1994), 523-530.
[12] W. T. Gowers, B. Maurey, The unconditional basic sequence problem, J. Amer. Math.
Soc. 6 (1993), 851-874.
[13] R. C. James, Weakly compact sets, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 113 (1964), 129-140.
[14] V. L. Klee, Convex bodies and periodic homeomorphisms in Hilbert space, Trans. Amer.
Math. Soc. 74 (1953), 10-43.
[15] S. Troyanski, On locally uniformly convex and differentiable norms in certain non-
separable Banach spaces, Studia Math. 37 (1971), 173-180.
Departamento de Ana´lisis Matema´tico. Facultad de Ciencias Matema´ticas.
Universidad Complutense. Madrid, 28040. SPAIN
E-mail address: daniel@sunam1.mat.ucm.es
